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ALCOHOLISM AND DEGENERATION.
SiR,-1 shall esteem it a favour if you will spare me the

space for a few lines of reply to Sir Viotor Horsley's letter
in your last issue. Sir Victor Horsley states that my only
reply to the criticisms of Dr. Saleeby and himself is that
41 f 8ome children were born before the parental alcoholism
had started some were certainly born after." Sir Victor
Horsley does not state:

1. That the italics are his and not mine.
2. That he has taken a qualifying sentence which

begins and ends with a comma out of its context,
and not even cited its locusb.

The actual sentence occurs in my Questions of the Day
and the Fray, No. I (Dulau and Co.), p. 15, and it runs:
The reply to this is that there are as many children of 5 and 6

4s of 11 and 12 [that is, offspring of alcoholists in our data], and
if some children were born before parental alcoholism had
started, some were certainly born after, and therefore this
mixed category should be worse than the category containing
.children whose parents have not been alcoholic at all.

Sir Victor Horsley states that my " only reply" has
been the clause he extracts. He means probably the
"$ only reply" he has himself seen. The whole matter
will be further discussed in a forthcoming Second Study
-on Parental Alcoholi8m. Meanwhile, instead of referring
Sir Victor to other places where I have dealt with this
point, I will ask your permission bo cite a few lines of that
mnemoir:
The actual answer to the difficulty raised by Sir Victor

Horsley and Dr. Saleeby could have been found by them at
once had they studied the data in our memoir. Of the
'alcoholic parents, a slightly larger percentage of the offspring
,Zies between 5 and 7 years of age than in the case of sober
.parents, 30 per cent. as against 27 per cent. and the ratio of the
number of children between 5 and 7 to those between 12 and 14
4s for both drinking and sober parents 1.6. But if the parents
only became alcoholic to any large extent after the birth of
their children, it will be clear that the ratio of young to old
-offspring in the case of the alcoholic must be very different
from what it is in the case of sober parents. Actually the
.alcoholic have as many young children as the sober, and there
is no place for a large number of the alcoholic to have become
such after the birth of their children. The only artifice by
which Sir Victor Horaley and Dr. Saleeby could get out of this
-difficulty would be to assert that alcoholism never develops
until the youngest children of a family are of school age.
Granted this, however, we see that the assertion that alcoholism
dn the parent produces mental defect in the children must be
idle, for all the children would be borne before alcoholism
begins I

This second memoir by Miss Elderton and myself will
consider the whole of the statistical evidence cited by Sir
Victor Horsley and Dr. Sturge in their work on Alcohol
and the Human Body, and analyse its scientific value.
Meanwhile, I should like to put one very simple question
to Sir Victor. On pp. 324-6 (edition 1907), Dr. Sturge and
he tells us that the effect of alcohol as a factor in the
-causation of mental deficiency has been " strikingly
shown " by Dr. MacNicholl's examination of 55,000 school
4hildren. My question is, whether Sir Victor Horsley
agrees in considering Dr. MacNicholl's memoir "value-
less " and " absoltey misleading " because he merely
inquired whether the parents of the children took beer,
wine, or spirits, and did not ascertain whether' that habit
antedated or postdated the conception of the offspring ?

I am not at all sure that when Sir Victor Horsley sees
in ten days' time our forthcoming memoir he will not
fregret using such a very double-edged knife as that by
which he proposes to root up the basis of our first study.
-I am, etc,

KARL PRARSON.
Eugenics Laboratory.

University College. W.C., Nov. 19th.

SIR,-I take it to be a sound rule that a critic should not
-engage in controversy with those who think themselves
aggrieved by his decisions. If, however, the statements
-contained in the letter of Miss Sturge and Sir Victor
Horsley had been based on fact, I should have been guilty
-of a violation of the trust reposed in me as a reviewer, so
that a word of explanation seems due to you, Sir, and
.your readers.. The work of Professor Pearson and Miss
Elderton was asserted to be valueless because (1) the
samples classified as alooholic and non-alcoholic were
differentiated in other respects; (2) there was no evidence
as to the habits of the parents before the birth of their
-ehildren. I carefully studied the evidence adduced by

Mr. Keynes, among others, in support of the former con-
tention, and was, and still am, unable to discover its
relevance, since nothing was attempted in the way of au
appeal to other statistical experience. With respect to
the second contention, it willIbe found on examination of
Professor Pearson and Miss Elderton's data that* their
alcoholic sample has proportionally as many quite young
children as their non-alcoholic subjects. This fact is
utterly irreconcilable with the truth of the objection.
As stated in the editorial, the time has not yet come for
a final pronouncement on the important questions. raised
by the memoir under notice. I do not, however, believe
that purely ex cathedra statements, even when they pro-
ceed from such eminent scientific authorities-as Dr. C. W.
Saleeby and Sir Thomas Whitaker, deserve any other
treatment than they received in my notioe. De non
apparentib us et non existentibus eadem est ratio is a
valid principle even when its user has the misfortune to
differ from so courteous a writer as Sir Victor Horaley,-
I am, etc ,

YOUR CONTR1BUTOR.

"BOVRIL."
SIR,-The remarks made under the above title in the

Medico-Ethical column of the JOuRNAL of November 19th
are, I feel sure, based on an incorrect appreciation of the
facte, and as I am principally concerned, I should like to
state them, if you will be good enough to give me the
opportunity.

In the course of an investigation undertaken at the
personal and unofficial request of the Medical Commissioner
of the Local Government Board of Ireland, without the
knowledge of the Bovril Company, to ascertain for him,
whether the beef extract in question had any nutritive
properties or not, the following facts came out: (1) The
weight of the animals used in the feeding experiments
increased daring the period when the extract was given
out of all proportion to the amount added to their -food.
Knowing something of the effects of different foods in this
respect the result was to me surprising. (2) The extract
greatly increased the assimilation of the other food con
stituents of the animals' diet. This was shown in a
reduction (often to less than 50 per cent.) of the waste
escaping as faeces, not alone in regard to total quantity,
but also in the proportion of nitrogen contained in the
exereta. (3) Nitrogen was retained by the animals and
presumably stored in the body during the period of feeding
with the extract in the majority of the experiments.
Now I venture to ask, What is to be done with facts of

the above nature? Are they to be suppressed, or are they
to be pushed, as far as possible, to their scientific conclu-
sions and published? One of them, be it noted, is seem-
ingly of far-reaching significance, in view of the increasing
scarcity of animal food in the world, and of the greater
necessity for mankind to draw upon oereals, etc., for the
nitrogen necessary to subsistence.

I have no interests to serve in the matter other than
those of science, and I have decided to pursue the latter
course. Is it too much to ask, not merely to be allowed
unhindered to do so, but to be assisted in following up
these and kindred questions which may arise out of the
inquiry, as far as my abilities and opportunities permit?
During the investigation an initial attempt was made

to standardize the nutrient effects of the beef extract
against those of some well-known protein, egg-white being
chosen. The results in themselves were remarkable, but
the main point is that I was forcibly impressed with the
fact, upon which I had often previously reflected-namely,
that we know nothing of the relative nutrient properties
of the everday proteins we consume in our dietaries. 'How
is reliable knowledge on such matters to be obtained? In
no other way, to begin with, than by laboratory investiga-
tions. But we have no laboratories in Great Britain
where such questions can be solved on an adequate scale.
Some exist in Amerioa, and a few on the Continent of
Europe. There is room, however, for many more in the
world, and I confess it is my ambition to see one founded
in Dublin.

I hold, also, that it would be a praiseworthy and bene-
volent act of any great manufacturing or producing
company, catering for the wants of the people in the
matter of food supplies, to- assist in the founding of such a
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